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Greg ipp_ f 5 ; T 5 Q, 0 

Rd 5# Dilworthtown Rd 
West Chest©?? 



in your debates with the 
hake as many broad based 



Wil 



Lciri«e 9 



and 



Mr, Harold Weis berg. 

As a friend may I suggest a new direction 
l?_kes of Liebder and company (ex. Les Crane Show, 
counts as Possible in that very short hour. Such as 1 

its Imylicatirns 2. Alt gens f iigt-Lcvelady-Oswald discussion 3. why bullet 799 
inflicting seven wounds a fraud Ll. Oswalds general background- security rating 
nc lockout card?, talkd to right wing in New Orleans, etc, 9. br?' ef case of 
false Oswald 6. essence of Hughes, Moorman films, 7. Shortcoming of' timing 
Oswalds movements to 2nd floor of TBDB. Don't get caught in minute detail™ 

01 what Liebeler says because the general , not well read. public will turn 
you off. My friends are not convinced that its a farce', you must convince 
mi em . on broad basic points, then possibly they will rfad and listen to tb* 
derail. Five or ten broad areas of di soute will have more impact than 
one cr two in depth discussions. Liebeler did say five cr six straight 
errors m his omening discussion, however you ‘l 1 never coreect them in that 
nour; so rm the debate, let him be on defensive. by making him discuss vour 
broad points of the case. One uni manshipl 

Enclosed are conies of letters and some ans ers I received concern? no- 
assassination. Sent Kaloh Yarborough two letters, silence is mv answer*. "".4° 
letter I sent to Fred J. Cook was never answered. Do you have anv 5dei?*wbv 
he might_not answer? PL3 answered but evaded letter. My letter to Chief 
Justice Earl Warren was answered in a non answer form, I don't- even know if 
oe read it, let alone give me a meaningful answer • 
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The followin.! 
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. 1 have read Thompson's book and your books several times 
esticns arise from these readings, 

Thompson says Willis took picture 5 simultaneously with M-s-e-st- fi^st shot. 
Wouldn't that mean bullet had already hit, bullet* there before sound?'"" 

Have you ever discussed with Thompson how he arrived, at z2l£ or later 
; y ie L, -- me be considered bullet hit? How did he reject your analysis 
Lillis 5 in relation to Zaoruder frame numbers? “Did he bother? 

Magazr.ne of Nov. 26, 1967 says Willis 5 before first shot. 

Hoiv do you answer the criticism by Thompson concerning the speed of film ? nt 
tne assassination by A. Sapruder ? He claims that a Mr. Jones aavs his 
camera couldn 1 1 be set at 2b r frames per second. Are they talking about 
the same camera that Zaoruder used that day? 

In a. letter to the editor of New York Tiro.es Book Review, j. Thompson 
claims again very emphatically that it was a conspiracy. Although he 
differs from you concern' g many points, could you give me an examo! e 
or two how he gives the Commission a cop out theory? 

Concerning the above points and others, have you debated Thompson and, 
if so, is there available a text of the discussion? 

I. don't recall what T5 ou said the Bullet 399 did accomplish. Do you asree 
with Thompson it probably made back wound? Or do you feel all this is 
speculation until complete analysis of bullet is exposed, or completed? 
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OMxer ouestions that concern me relating to this tc 

1 4*)Ha s the Moorman pieinare ever been analyzed by a company such as Itek 
Corporation to determine whether the object (s) behind the picket fence 
xs _ a person(s). Both you and. Thompson discuss the film but I don’t 
think ever mentioned whether photographic analysis has been used or? i t ‘ 
2 iso Were curtain rods found in TBDB since the assassinat 5 on? 

3 iMtWhat is the month and day of the first edition publications of Wbitevo-’.' 

Whitewash II, Photographic Whitewash and Oswald in New Orleans . 
ii.\^)Bid you state in either Whitewash I or II that Pres, Kennedy's head 
w ounds w 6re .'Cpop i two s i-nul t sinsous "bu.1 lobs ? 
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5^) Why do you reject Thompson's neck wound analysis? Fred J. Cook in a 
detailed analysis of Thonpsorfes book (The Nation, February d.o, 1968) 
disputes this analysis. He seems fob infer the first shot was obviously 
not from the sixth floor window but from a lower position behind him, 
passing through Pres. Kennedy's back, than neck and over the car. 

6J ^Concerning the film analysis work of Richard Sprague, has he published 
anything that I can obtain? It has been quite some time since you gave 
him several leads. The Nov. 26, 1968 issue of Rife Mag. had several 
of the photogra.oherb works displayed. x hey had Betzner's picture of 
President's car but not the one you mentioned showed the front of TBDB. 
Also showed Willis 6 and Hughes frame. Did Sprague work with Time-Life 
and/or Thompson? Have :you or other critics been able to obtain another 
frame of film or photograph of front of TBDB at time of assassination 
to through more light on Loveladv- Oswald debate? 

7 .^Since you have been on the West Coadt quite often recently, can you give 
me any addresses I might write to for transcripts of your radio, tv dis- 
cussions, debates. 

Jack McKinny "Night Talk" no morel He is on from 3-6:30 pm now, 
only local transmission coverage, no more coverage from Canada, Mississippi 
River, Florida etc. 

Will you be giving any national tv presentations in near future? How 
about radio discussions in Phil a. area? How about public debates or dis- 
cussions in area in near future? If so, please let me know. 

Sincerely, 

G-reg Pierce 

P.S. Why not use Maud in ' s grieving Lincoln, or Herblock' s cartoon of a 

grieving nation with sentence of Kennedy' s Inqugural Address below it, 
as cover for your next book? 



Lots of Luck 




